THE   DEFENCE   OF   DEMOCRACY
for a miracle. The natural process was that which was
happening: as the more privileged of the proletarians
gained entrance into bourgeois society, they adopted
the values of bourgeois society. Marx was asking that,
instead of this, they should be converted to a point of
view which consciously repudiated the individualistic
values of bourgeois society. For such an expectation
there was no warrant at all in Marx's own philosophy.
The notion that the proletarians, instead of becoming
bourgeois, ought to become Marxists, was singularly
non-Marxist.
We do not blame Marx so much for entertaining, as
th<? modern Marxists for not abandoning, this in-
ordinate expectation. Even when Marx died the
Socialist movement in England was a tiny handful of
people, as it was even ten years later; but his modern
disciples have fifty years' experience of an actual
working-class political movement to study and account
for. What was a venial error in Marx becomes an un-
forgivable blunder in the Marxist. And the blunder
is elementary. If Marxism gives, as it claims to do, a
complete account of the forces making for change in
capitalist society, then there are two, and only two,
possibilities of social revolution. One is the instinctive
uprising of the proletariat that is excluded from bour-
geois society; the other the conversion of the bour-
geoisified proletariat to Marxist Socialism. There is
no room for any possibility between these two, on
Marx's theory. If there is*, in fact, a possibility between
these two (as there well may be), Marxism will have
to undergo a revolutionary change in order to be able
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